in controverſie, "Now if ro theſe 1 ſhould vade all other - 
_ of the ſame judgement and of their opinion : che trams 
ber of Churches wauld be ſo many, char the adverſaries ſhould | 
evidently ſce and perceive what ſmall cauſe they have ro 'ch 
Ka ſingularitie, as though we were poſt alone, andno1 
to be of our opinion. And it may here alſo be nored that tha 


ancienteſt fathers of this our owne country, as Maſter Cort 

Maſter Dotter Twrney, Maſter Whitehead, and many 9 oe 
dead,ſome yer living, from whoſe mouthes and , : Y 

of theſe received, firſt the light of the Goſpell 

brought to yeeld or conſent unto ſuch things as are 
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Proue all things, bold faſt that which is good: 
1 Theſe 5:21. 


For the fruit of the Spirit 14 in all goodneſſe, and 
ripbteouſneſſe, and truth, proving what 1s acceQta- 
ble to the Lord; Ephel.5 .9.10. 


Holy Father, San&ify them through thy truth: 
Thy words truth. Toh. 17.17. 
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A 
TREATISE OF 
THE SABBATH WRIT- 
TEN BY MrEpwandD 
Baz xnWoo Dd of Lon- 

do ,to Mi Nicotas We 


Byp1tLt Þ Preacher 
in Cheſter. 


DA 1IRI am but a {tranger. vnto 
ana you, yer I am bold roitroublc 
P 3/=. you, becauſe you haue troubled 
me, withas ſtrange an occaſion: 
Fa TIhereis a young man ( one 
£9 > lobn Brerewood , dwelling in 
Ce 13) > this Citty , bur borne in that 
whom his Father & Grandfather,when they left this 
World,lcft very young: And left he was eſpecial 


ly to my care,who-am bis Vnckle, Thar yourh I pla- 
B ced 


OO ATretiſcoftheSabbath. 


ced here in Lon1en , to ſerue in condition of an ap, 
prentice: and placed heis with a man of ſo good reli. 
9i0n,report,& trade, that 1f I might haue picked him 
2 maſter inthe whole Citry, I thinke I ſhould haye 
choſen none beforc him. In this mans ſervice hee 


| hath ſpenttwo yeares and more, aad ( God ſhewing 


him,and in his behalfe me alſo more mercy then et... 
ther of vs deſcrved,) I began roreceine comfort of 
him after ſome ſorrow,that his former vntowardneg 
had cauſed, and to recover good hope, after my for.. 
mer doubt and tcarc; buryer forall this, Gods good. 
pleaſure jt was to abate this contentment of mine, 
and by the youths new follies,to bring me into new 
pcrplexitics: tor being not long ſince, ſent to Cheſter 
about his maſters buſtneffe, hee returned againe {9 
ſtrangely altered, that Thaue ſeldome feene in ſo 
ſhort atime ſogreat a change. For fo deieted he was . 
in his countenance,ſa dulland wrechleſſe about his 
bufineſle, ſo alienated quite from his maſter, and fo 
obſtinacely reſolucd (whether by taire meanes or b 
towle) to forſake his ſervice , thatTI was not fuller of 
forrow' to ſee him io changed , then of wonder toi. 
magine how he became ſo. And yet the care and 
paints Trooke by the endeavour-of my ſelfe and of 
my friends to recover andro reſettle him, was equall 


' to both; and ſo much more they were, . becauſe 11a- 


boured to curca difeale?, -whereot I could nor per- 
ccine the cauſe: Forthe pretences which art firſt hee 
made of the vnabl-neſſe-ofhis body and toileſome- 
efle of his ſervice, | knowe were but taigned excuſes, 

| Or 
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? 
orclſe complaints of lazineſle; as being afſured that 
there are 20000 inthis City of lefle bones, that make 
no bones of grexer labour. But the rrue cauſe of all 
this diſtemper,tell out tobe ar laſt a caſe of conſci- 
ence(& full glad I was thatthe cate proved no worſe) 
then that he had ſuch feeling of conſcience, ( forT 
had imagined ſundry others ) althoughir grieved mc 
not a little,to ſee his conſcience fo ſeduced : And the 
point that pricked him was this : his Maſter on the 
Lords day,ſent him forth ſometimes on arrands,as to 
| bidgueſts,or fetch wine, or giue his horſe provender 
(which laſt his Maſter remembreth nor that ever hee 
bad him paſt once ) or about ſome other light buſt. 
neſle: and he was inſtructed (he faid) that ro doctheſe 
things or any other worke on the Sabbath day , al- 
though it were ſuch work as might lawfully be done 
on another day,and although hedid it not of his own 
diſpoſition , bur onely in vbedience to his Maſters 
command, yet was a finne and tranſgreſſion of Gods 
'_ commandement touching the Sabbath, andthar hee 
was not bound to yeeld, nay that hee ſinned againſt 
God in yeelding obedienceto every ſuch commande- 
ment of his Maſters thatday,which by the precept of 
Almighty God was wholly & preciſcly conſecrated 
10 reſt and the ſervice of God. Tothis effe&t/heetold 
me)he was inſtructed when he was in Cheſter ; & that 
you Sir were his chicfeinſtruRer z out of which do- 
Ctrine he deduced ( as naturallreafon rightly taught 
him todoe) that he onghrt in ſuch caſes'ro reie&t the 
command of his Maſter , and inno ſortto performe 

| B 2 it 
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ly blame me? For l ſaw not oaly a poore youth/(my 
 neere kinſman)entangled with the conſcience of ang. 


it: which becauſc he could not doe without his' Mg, | 
ſto15 great offence,and his owne affiition, hee ſawng 
other courle to be taken but toforlake his maſters fe. 
vice;that ſobecomming his owne Matter , hee mij 
not be commanded to {inne againſt God ; Which re. 
{olurion of the young mans dcing ſo peremptory, 
and obſtinate,as for atime I found itto be, .if it mo. 
vCd me both to melancholy and anger who can juſt. 


ther mans ſinne(if it be finne)bur withal his verer yy. 
ine for his condition inthis world hardly ventured, 
his Maſter wronged, his triends grieued,and my ſelfe 
eſpecially indammaged, that am- in bond deeply in- 
gavged for him: and yer this was not all that inwardly 
afflicted mee; but ſomething there was beſide that 
might well ſtirre as patient an heart as mine fo indig- 
nation; namely becauſe. I perceaued this doctrine of 
yours, (whereof this reſolution of his proceeded,and 
his ruine was.likely to follow ) neither to haue good 
beginning : nor. likely to haue good ending . but to 
beginnc in ISNOrancc, and rocnd 1n {inne; to beeinne 
in miſtaking the Law of God,& toend inthe wicked 
diſobedience of ſervants to their maſters, & inthe re- 
bcllious contempt of the lawes. of men. Bur for the 
cranſercſon of mens lawes by this doctrine , or the 
milchicfes that may enſue of 1t,nthe commonwealth, 
[will not meddle- [ willnot cenſure the one, nor di- 
vine of thc other ; YOU area reacher.of Gods Word, 
Within the compas of that word I will ſtay with you; 
and 
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and by it,cxamine with pou patience; whether this 
frame of your doctrine. be grounded on the rocke gr 
on the ſand, on the firme rock of Gods law, or on the 
fickle fand of your owne fantaſie miſ-vnderſtanding 
thelaw: and ſo whether it tend to the edification or 
ruine of rhe Church, tor touching the commande- 
ment of the Sabbath , ( vpon which Taverterthis do- 
Qrine of yours cannot be grounded)lay it before you 
and con{ider it well; And' tell mee ro- whom 1s the 
charge of ſervants ceaſing from worke on the $46- 
bagh day giuen? Is it to the fervanrs themlclues or ro 
their Maſters ? Ir is giuen of ſervants I confeſle; their 
worke is the matter of the commandement - But I 
demand whether it be giuen and impoſcd to rhe ſer- 
vants themſclues ; or to the Maſters whoſe ſeryants 
they are? For if the commandement bee not gtuen ro 
them, then doe not they tranſgrefſe the commande- 
ment,if by their maſters they bee ſet ro -worke; bur 
the maſters ro whom the law was giuen , thatthe ſer - 
vantſhould not worke ; & conſequently the finne is 
their maſters and nottheirs : ſo if the law bee notim- 
poled to them-.,: then-it requireth no obedience of 
them , it obligeth them not; therctoreis neither che 
ranſgreſſion of it any finnetorhem, but onlyrto thoſe 
to whom it was giuen as a Jaw. For the better clee- 
r1ng of which point let me aske you a queſti5or two 
of other commandemerts , that for their forme arc 
paratellcothis, and whereof you hauc.no- prejudice. 
God commanded the 7ſraetrres -that no ſtranger 
ould cate of rhe paſchall Lambes againe that no 
H23 Amwoiitte 
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Ammonite nor M oabite ſhould enter into the CON. 
erceution of the Lord , to the tenth generation, 
Good Sirtcll me. did the ſtranger finne 1t hee car of 
the Paſſcouer being ſuppoſed inuited?Ordidthe Am- 
monites or cMoabites (11 if they came into the con- 
oregation being admirted 2 Did the ſtranger [I ſay ) 


and the Ammonites and the Moabrtes , in theſe caſes 


ſin, of whom the Commandements were ginen ? Or 


. the Iſraelites to whom the Commandements were 


given touchingthem? No bur itis clearely the Lords 
meaning that the 1/raelites ſhould not admit of any 
Gentile to the participation of the Paſſcover, nor re- 
cciuerhe Ammonites and <Moabites intorhe congre- 


_eation of the Lord: Let me aske you one queſtion 


more, ofa caſethathath fallen in my remembrance: 
A precept comes out from the Princey that every 
Cittizcn in London ſhall onſuch a day keepe his ſer- 
vants within doores and not ſuffer them ro goea- 
broad. Ifnotwithſtanding that precept,ſome Maſter 
ſends forth his ſervant about his buſineſle, doth the 
ſervant tranſgreſſe the Princes commandementby 9. 
beying his maſters ? Or ought heby prerence of that 


preceptto diſobey his Maſter and neglect his charge? 


[rt 1s plaine he doth not the former,and therefore hee 
oughtnot ro doe the latter. For the commandement 
Was giuen to his maſter not to him , and the purpoſe 
of it was to reſtraine his maſter trom commanding 
luch ſervice , and not to reſtraine the ſervant from 
obeying his Maſter if it were commanded : therefore 
It 1s apparent that the obligation of commande- 

ments, 


\ 
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ments pertaineth ro them to whom they are preſcri- £9 
bedas rules,and not to them of whom onely(as. being 
the matter of the precepr)they are preſcribed. 
Now that that clauſe of the Commandement. 
touching ſervants was notgiuento the ſervants them 
ſclucs,bur to their maſters, in whole power and dil. 
poſitionthey are , the rext and tenour of the com- 
mandement doth clearely import; tor marke it well 
andanſwer me; to whom 1s this ſpecch directed * 
Neither thy ſonne nor thy daughter , ſhall doc any 
worke onthe Sabbath day: 1s 1tnottothe Parents * 
For can this manner of ſpeech ( thy ſonne thy daugh- 
ter) be rightly directed toany other then the parent? 
and is not by the ſame reaſon the clauſe that next fol- 
loweth, (#eirher ſhall thy man-ſerwvant , nor thy maid- 
ſervant doe any worke onthe Sabbath day ) directed 
tothe Maſters of ſuch ſervants ? Secing that phraſc 
of ſpeech (7hy man-ſervant thy maid-ſervant ) cannot 
rightly be vicd to any other ? Itistherefore as clearc 
45 the Sunne,cuen to meane yuderſtandings , ( if they 
Will 21ue but meane attendance ,- to the tenour of 
Gods Commandements,rather then the fond inter- 
pretations and depravations of men) that tharclauſe 
of the commandement touching ſervants ceffation 
from working on the Sabbath , is notgiuento ſer-. 
Vancs themſclues, but to their Maſters concerning 
ticm, Or if to any darke vnderſtanding , which ſome 
 Lrofle cloud may oucrthadow, thus feeme not cleere 
mough,the declaration yer of Moſes himmlelterouch- 
n2rhecommandement , Will make 'it fo:of Afoſes. 
| t 
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Lſay,whocanneither be ſuſpected of ignorance ,as 
hauirig beene with the Lord 40 daies together inthe 
Mounrtaine when he reccaued the tables of rhe Com- 
mandcements:& with who the Lord talked familiarly 
as a man dorh with his friend: nor vet of corruption 
as being by the Lords mouth pronounced faithful 
in all bis houſe: he therefore in the 5:Þ of Deurer. 14, 
(which is the onely place of Scripture, belides the 
- 0.0f Exodus,whereallthe branches of that Com- 
mandement are repeated) after the ſeverall prohibj- 
tions touching the workes of ſo.xes, {et vants, cartel, 
&c.adderh this Epiphonema : That thy man ſervant. 


_ and thy maid ſer vant may reſt 45s well as thou: It is to 


this ( Thos) therefore ro whom this charge is dire. 
&cd that the ſervants ſhould reſt vpon the Sabbath, 
who can he concciued tobe no other then the maſter 
of thoſe ſervants ; which yetmorcouer the reaſonof 
that commandement (touching ſeruantsreſt immedi-, 
arly added) will berter cleere from all exception ;for. 
Remember'\aith Moſes )that thy ſelfewaſt a ſervant in 
the land of eA*gypt , and the Lord thy God brought 
thee out thence with a mighty hand , and an out-ſtrtt- 
thed arme: Therefore the Lord thy God hath comman- 
ded thee to make a lay of reſt : for to whom was that 


oY poken, Remembcy that thy ſelfe waſt 4 ſervant in the 


land of :A*gypt,butto them that had beene ſervants, , 
and now were nor fervants? Or to what intentand 
purpolc 1s that ( Remember ) brought in ? Remember . 
that thy felfe waſta ſervant, but ro mone compaſſion 
In them towards their owne ſervants,andallow them | 
oh. 


” 
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2 time of rcit, hauing themſclues felt the burthen and 
atfiCtion of ſervants in eFgypr, and remembring 
how glad they would hauebeene of ſome remiſſion? 
But it the commandement of reſt had beene directly 
and immediatly giuen toſferyants themſelues, what 


needed any perſwaſton to that eftea? Would not + 


{crvants, over ſet and wearied with ix daies toile, be 
of themlelues glad to reſt onthe ſeaventh? Or would 
they be lo hot tet on worke, whereby yer they gai- 
ncd nothing, but their labour for their paines,. (the 
profit being another mans,) thatthe commandemenr 
of Godcould not reſtraine them, but they needed al- 
{oto be perlwaded? Or if per{waſton had beene 
 needfull, werethis a.convenient perſwaiion to vieto 
lcrvarts? Remember that thou waſt a ſervant in the 
land of eAfigypt: which euen now, when they were 
Qut ofthe land of Agypt were ſervant And{(to pro- 
ccede with the text) what other importance hath 
that other reaſon, which immediatly followeth?And 
(remember that the Lord thy God hath brought thee 
thence) out of Agyptmwith amighty hand and out- 
ſtretched arme.Therefore the Lord thy God hath coms- 
manded thee to make 4 day of reſt. Hath it any other, 
but to  declare-that the L who had . redeemed 
them from their continuall flaueries,hath iuſt title 8 
rightto impoſe on them the commandement of the 
Sabbath for their ſervants reſts Importing as much;as 
if he had ſaid; althoughof thy i{elte thou ſhouldeſt 
hauc compaſhon of thy tervant and allow him reſt, 
Remembring thatthy (clic waſt a ſervant inthe er” 
C O 


Deut.7.15, 


tra thc co Ho oor eo or er ers no tags 


GG —__ y * —_ . _—_— 


Iſt © 4 Treatiſeof the Sabbath. 


of AMeypt, yet arcthou more effectually obliged to 


doe it.becaule rhe Lord hath commanded rhee. (The 
Lord) that brought thee out of thraldome and ynce\- 
(int labours in egypt, and theretore hath reafonto 
commaund one daies reſt, in a weckes revolution 
(Thee) chat by his redeeming hand art fer at liberty 
trom that labour and ſervitude. Where markeagaine 


that the Lord is ſaid to haue commanded them, who 


alittle before were ſaid to be ſeruants in Egypt and 
by his goodnefle were freed fromthat ſlauery;which 
reaſon could not be intended or directed to them, 
which ftill remained in ſervitude. It 1s cleare rhere. 
fore that all this perſwaſion of Moſes for ſervants re- 
ſting on the Sabbarh,was not direed to the {eryants 
them(clues,whoto taketheireaſe onthe Sabbath nee-- 
ded neitherto be commanded nor intreated* (licence 
would ſerue their rurne)but ro the Maſters whoſe de- 
urc of gaine, by the ſervants labour might ſtand be. 
wwixtthe Sabbath and rhe ſervants reſt: And to make 
ai cnd- with therexe, with the laſt wordes of ir:what 
'S it, that the Lord tortheſe reaſons commanededfwas 
it barely ro keepe& obſerue the 5 abbath,a5 it is inthe- 
vulgar Engliſh, Latineand Greete tranilarions® No 
they ate all ſhore, itis v8 YES Naw it 
& 10 make a ay of reſt, Now to make tto beſo, im- 
porteth not onely ro obſerue it himfelfe, but tocauſe 
others alſo to:obſerue it; which is Swe the pro- 
ity of Maſters and goucrnors. Wherefore erin 
2th the commandement touching feryants' reſt 
tom labour on the Sabbarb day, and reaſons added, 


by 
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by Af oſcs toperſwade that point, (and draw their 
mindes to obſequiouſneſſe) areevidently direfted to 
the Maſters and not (neitherof both) rothe ſervants 
themſelues, T take it outofall queſtion as cleare as 
the Sunſhine at mid day,that if ſervants by their Ma- 
{ters command doe any worke on the 'Sabbath , the 
finne is nottheirs( who as touching their bodily1a- 
bour are meerely ſubic rotheir Maſters power)but 
it i5 their Maſters fin:for their fin itis,thattranſgreſſe 
the law:they tranſgreſſe the law,who are obliged by 
it: they are obliged by it, ro'whom it was given and 
impoſed, and given it wasasThaue plentifully pro- 
ved only to Maſters. | | —_ 
Or ifnotwithſtanding all theſe evidences, you will 
ſtill contend rhar the prohibition touching bodily 
labour onthe Sabbath is directly impoſed onthe ſer- 
vants themſclues, ſeewhether you bring not the Oxc 
and the Aſle'and other cattle alſo vnder the obliga- 
ton of ths commandement, whoſe worke is imme- 
diatly after that offſervants prohibited,and preciſely 
vnder the ſame forme of words, whoſe labours yet 
on the Sabbath T hope you will not ſay to be inthem! 
{ſinnes and'tranfgrefſions of Gods law: Buras thela- 


bour of the beaſt is the ſinne and tranſgreſfſion of the 


Maſter, to whom the commandement of the beaſts 
reſting from labour wasgiven;{6is the labourof rhe 


lervantalſo, which by the Maſters commandment 


heexecuterh onthat day*(as bcing touching bodily 
lerviceincidentto mankind inlike degree of ſubic- 
ion)the Maſters finne, andnor rhe ſervants. Fordi- 

CS: ſtinction 
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ſtin&tion mult be made betweene the matter and the 
forme (if to ipeake in ic hoolmens ſtile offend you 
not )that is betweene the ad and the guils of finnezof 
which inthis caſe the a# indeede , wherewith - the 
commandement of the Sabbath 1s violated,1is the ſer. 
vants: burthe crime and guiltinefle is the Maſters 
that ſers him on worke; For ſeeing ſin formally taken 
is nothing cl{c but the tranſgrefſion ofthe law or-vn- 
lawfulneſſe («ropie as the Apoſtle tearmeth it moſt 
properly& cxa&tly,cven as guiltineſle is the obligati- 
on to puniſhment,for that tranſgreſion. it appeareth 
manitcſtly,that his is the guiltineſlſe, whoſe the tranſ. 
orefſion is; 8 his the tranſgreſſion)to whom the law 
was preſcribed as a rule; 8& that is the maſters to vhs 
it is not only impoſed that he himſclfe ſhould doens 
worke ontharday as a' particular man 1m the firſt 
clauſe, Thou ſhalt doe no worke; but alſo that none of 
his ſhauld doe any as he is the Father or maſter of 
a family, intholc clauſes that follow; Neither ſhall 
thy ſonne nor thy daughter, nor manſervant nor maids 
ſervant,&c. which latter point touching his keeping 
of the Sabbath viz. as the governour of his houfo, 
had not bin ſo well provided for; & regulated bythe 
law of God,ittheſe clauſes of children.and- ſervants 
abſtincnce from labour on the Sabbath, had beene gi- 
vendirectly to themſelucs, and not to their govers 
nours, Me 3rd! 
Bur you will reply perhaps that the commande- 
menttouching feruanrs reſt on the Sabbath, is given 
totheir Maſters indecde , but not onely-to. them, | 
but 
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butro their ſervants alſo. No: ſuch matter: for 
'tit be; let thatappeare, and ſer downe the" clauſe 
wherein it is manifeſtly expreſſed or neceflarily im- 

lied, thar ſervants are forbidden all labour onthe 
Sabbat h day, (as ſervants I ſay) touching matter” of 
{crvice or labour unpoled-on them by their Maſters: 
or thatin thote workes which ſervants doe'on the 


Sabbath day of themiclues,& notas proceeding frs 2 


the maſters zm1unt#1on,but from their owne election, 
it i5 no queſtion bur they tranſgreſfe the commande. 
ment:but thoſe workesthey doe not as ſervants,that 
1s.at anothers command; butas inthe condition of 
their ſervice, or. favourof their Maſters,they retaine 
ſome degree of liberty;zand haue fome difpofition of 
_themlelves permitted vntoithem, {o-'in:tharireſpe&t 
fail into the clauſe of free men wz3.rhe firſtclauſe/ of 
the commandement: Thow ſhalt doe no workez but to 
{crvantsasfervants'(in caſe they be commanded r6 
worke)whichis:onrqueſtion;:there:1s'no- clauſe'of 
the commandementimpoſed.: 0D F 
Whereby may eaftly-and clearly be diſcernedthe 
difference betwaxr theequiryb witdomeof Almiph- 
ty God.inthe conſtirution of the Jaw of the Sabbath, 
obliging Parents; and'mafters and owners, forthe 
:hildren,&A1ervanrs and' cattle that are meerely' vn- 
derthcir powers;candthe rafhneſfe/and iniquity ot 
wretched men imerprering the lawas immediatly-& 
dirctly obliging the children Sz{eryans themieſnes: 
tor(good Sir)confideritwell, and'tel me whethe; 
the morecquall to impole thelaw of cealtne: from 
GG? Workc 
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worke to the ſervants themſclues,orto their Maſters 
in whoſe power they are? SCrvants are not homine; 
mris ſut noroperum ſnorum Domim as Lawyers 
ſpeake;they are bur their Maſters ling inſtruments 
"rm tp yare AS Ariftorle rearmeth them, they haue 
noeright or power to diſpoſe of themſelues; th 
cannot play & worke at their owne pleaſure(for this 
is the ohadivien of freemen,notof {ervants) butare 
mcerely andintircly tor bodily labour and ſervice 
vnder thepower & commandement of theirMafters, 
& vnder their power for ſervice only: in ſuch fortas 
they can neither wſtly pertorme any labour, which 
their maſters torbid, nor omit any which their mia- 
{ters command, bur are vnder theirinforcement,and 
puniſhment alſo ifrhey'diſobey.This Itfay is the pro- 
perty and obligatiqn ota ſervant,andthar by the lay 
of nations, which alloweth, andeverhath done, md- 
ters overtheir fervants(as the lawof naturedoth 
it. bo, rents 9vcrtheir children)notonly a diretiue, but” a 
l! if | - correctiueand coactiue power:So then I pray you 
4 
| 


WS; 
Sabbath was not of common reaſ{on,rather robe im- 


1148 F:4 poſed onrhem which werearliberry,and had power 
1118 - to obeyit,then onthem which werevrrerly void and 
_ deſtitute ofthat power,and liberty? Whether inſuch 
wr a caſe it werenot more reafonable ro+inioyne the 
maſters thatthey ſhould nor command, then inioyne 
the lervahirsnot to obey? Forthe poore ſervants if 
their maſters command them . could not- chuſe bur 
worke,the law ot nations bound rhem vntoit,which 
had 


2 (tell me) whether the commandement rouching the 
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12d put chem vnder their maſters power, 8& inforce- 
1;cnt:bur the maſters might torbeare ro command: 
acre was no law, that bound them tothar, or inioy- 
acd them to exact ought of their ſervanrs., It was 
therefore much more agreeable both tothe wildome 
and inſtice ofalmighty God to impoſethe comman- 
d-ment rather on the maſters then onthe fervanrs; 
tor thereby was prevented the diſobedience of: {6r. 
vants to their m.aſters, & rhe puniſhment that mighr 
attend on that,and the breach of the /aw of nations, 
(all which rhe other had occaſioned) and yetthema:-- 
{ters were in no fort wronged: fortheir' ſervants' re- 
mainedin their power, noleſſe onthe Sabbath, then 
the other fixe common daies;only the'Lord did qua- 
lify,anddetermine thea&,or execution of that pow-- 
cr,on the S4bbat hday;namely to commandrheirſer- 
vants ceſſation from —_— labour, & inftead of thar 
t0 exerciſe themſelues in ſpiritual} workes of hols- 
weſſe; it was Iſay (to eſtabliſh the 'commandemenr 
in ſuch forme) more agreeable torhe-wiſdome;and” 
juſtice of God. Andwas itnot alfoto his pvodneſle; £5 
and compaſſion? For fiy thatthe commandement 
tonching ſervants vacation was givento themſclues, 
orrotheir Maſters: ſhould not thereby'poore-ſoy- 
vants/to whom'every where el{ethelaw of Godap- 
pearcth milde and pitrifull) be intangled with inex- 
ticable perplexity* For {uppoſe his Maſter inioyne 
bim ſome worke onthe $:bþbarh day{eovetuns Ma- 
ters may foone doe 1r) ef} ectaliy1t they rhinke thar 
precept touching their ſervams ceſſation, not y 
COUCLL 
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eovchthem) or elierhey may be ignorant of the law 
of God, (as Chrijlrans and Tewes, may happily ſerue 
Pagans) Admit I fay {ome Maſter commands.his ſer- 
vant to worke on the Sabbath, what ſhould the ſer. 
vant doe: ſhould hee worke? God hath forbidden 
him:ſhould he not worke: His Maſter hath comman. 
ded him: {6 the /aw of God is ſet at ſtrife with the 
law of nations; and that poore ſervant like a Sailor 
betweene Scylla & Charybazs, ſtandeth /1/ money & 
afflicted inthe midſt berweene ſtripes and finne : for 
hemuſt of necetity cither diſobey Gods commande. 
ment, which is finne; or his Maſters, which 1s atten- 
ded with ſtripes. Beſides it is abſurdthat the law of 
God,ſhould reſtrainethe ſervant from obeying his 
maſter, and yet not reſtraine the maſter from com- 
manding his ſervant vnlawfull things: As itis allo, 
another Ny thatthat day which by the law 
giuen was manifeſtly intended to bring ſeruants re. 
lcale, and remiſſion of their weekely roile, ſhould by 
the decree ofthe law it ſelfe aboue all other daies: 
breed their greateſt perplexities: toralmuch as aboue 
all other dazes (if their maſters benot men that feare 
God)cnforced they are (there is no avoidance) to 
venter cither on finne or ſtripes; foreither God mult 
be diſobeyed, and finnecleaveth to their ſoules; or 
cheir maſters,and ſtripes light vpontheir bodies; &l. 
therthey muſt obey Goa,and be plagued by men; or 
obcy mer,and be condemned by God: you willfay it . 
is better to obey God then me, and worſe to diſobey 
kim that can caſt both body and ſoule into hell,then 


him 
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himthatcanonly fora time afflict the body:true, who 
doubts it 4 But that 1s not thepoint I ſtand vpon; the 
point is how it agreeth with the tendcr goodnefle, 
and compaſſion of Almighry God towards poore 


ſcrvars(wholſe condition is yet honeſtand lawfull)to .- x 


plungethem into ſuch perplexities; as namely to im. 
poſe onthem a commandement, which they can nci- 
ther keepe nor breake without a miſchicte and incon- 
venience; neither keepe as the ſervants of men, nor 
breake as they are the fervants of God :neither keepe 
without ſharpe puniſhment; nor breake withour hea- 
vy ſinne;all which inranglement of leruants, and ca- 
{umniation againſt both the juſtice & mercy of God, 
is clearly avoided , if the commandement be giucn 
(as the tenour of1t dothſimply import ) to the Ma- 
ters,and notto the {eruants; which I haue ſufficient- 
ly proued., both by the cvidence of holy ſcripture, 
{veto haue beene, and by the evidence and inforcc- 
ment of reaſon , that it ſhould be ſo. And doth nor 
rhe practice ofholy gouernours regiſtred inthe Scrip- 
tures, declare, that they had the ſame vnderſtanding 
of the commandement © Nehemiah, when he ſaw a- 
mong the ewes at Ieruſalem the Sabbath prophaned 
with treading of wine preſles, carrying of burthens, 
buying and felling, whom reproueth he tor it £ The 
ſcruants by whoſe imployement and labour thcic 
things were done, and the Sabbath defiled 5 No but 
them vnder whoſe power the {eruants were , the r4- 
lers of Indah; and what rulers? the AHagiftrats one- 


'y: Noe ſuch marter; but the freemen of 1udah , that 
| '0 1 
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iro ſay theMaſters of thole $ ervats:tor ſuch (name. 
Iv freemen ) the word *%A\ there vicd doth pro- 
perly import; not only the Magiſtrats or rulers of the | 
-ommonwealth;tor the ſeptuagint which(being ths- 
ſcelues Icwes > I hold,beſt knew the property of their 
ovwne language: tranſlate ww by the greeke word 
ixiv3rgw Which word 1s properly and directly oppo- 
[ca to ſernants: & cucry where almoſt in the old Te- 
{tament where the Hebrew word 2217 is found 
(which is knowne,to fignity afreeman) and is tranf- 
lated in the greek. inw3Szgee ,1t 1S1n the Chalde pry, 
which is maniteſtly knoweato be the lame with the 
hebrew 3, but farre more vſuall in the Chaldie 
rongue. They were the freemen of 144 then that by 
Nehemiah were called toaccoumt, and reprooued,for 
the prophanation of the Sabbath by thoſe ſervile la- 
bours, which (no queſtion) had beene executed by 
their ſeruants; bur if the ſcruits by thoſe labours, had 
themſelues tranſorefſed the commandement , had he 
not done both juſtly,to haue made rhem partakers of 
the reproofe , Who had beene partakers of the finne? 
({reing the Commandement of God Jay equall on 
both) and wiſely to; thatif he could not reſtraine the 
Maſters from commanding , yet hee might reſtraine” 
the {cruants from obeying, and ſo hauetwo ſtrings to. 
his bow 2 This Nehemra/ didnot (who vnderſtood. 
well the commandement ) bur rebuked the freemen, 
or Maſters only, and omitted the ſervants; and yer, 
dealt ( you will not deny T am ſure) both juſtly and 
wilcly:tor had he done more wilcly thinke you to re- 
' buke 
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buke {eruants for nor reſting on the Sabbath, that 


would baue reſted with all their hcarts , it they had 
not beene conſtramed to worke « Or had hee done 
more juſtly to exact that ofthe ſeruants which, (for 
ought that appeareth ) the commandement of God 
cxactednot trom them £ For what worke 4 that 
men arc forbidden on the Sabbath © IB Fnot the ſame 
that is permitted on the {xe daies,therr owne worke? 
Thou ſhalt dae all thy worke TWDOR>4B & isit the (er- 
vans worke where about as a ſeruant he is imployed 
that neither is vndertaken of himlelte , nor for him- 
{elfe ? that neither beginneth nor endeth in himlſelte, 
but beginneth in his Maſters command, and endeth 
mcerely in his Maſters profit; and trom beginning to 
_ end is performed in his Maſters feare ? Iris manite(t 
char inthe accompt of God, it is not; for God be- 
holderh the heart, and that is a mans owne worke 
with him, that proccedeth from his owne will. And 
therefore in 1ſarah : it is the will thatis forbidden, a- 
bour the prophaning of the Sabbath, that which in 
thelaw was TR thy worke is there TxBH thy 
will; and that moſt juſtly ; for the will ir fſelfe in- 
decede is the proper ſeatand {ubjc& of ſinnc , which 
eſſentially is nothing elſe, but the inordinate, or vn- 
ruly election, or reſolution of the will, varying trom 


the Scripture, or Gods law ( torrhis very ele&tion of 


mans wall, is the proper forme of actuall {inne) rhelc 
outward.vnlawfull astions of ours,arc but the expreſ- 
10ns,or manifeſtations, or fruits Or eftects of finne;fin 
properly they arc not, which hath her rch1dence., and 
D z Inhe. 
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inhGrence in the ſoule it ſelfe, and paſſeth forth of it +" 
only the tincture and euidence & name of finne they 
carry with them, becauſethey iſſue from a ſinfull de. 
termination of the will;and areno whit further finful 
thenthey avxc voluntary. Secingrthercfore finne con- 
{1eth Apcciglly inthe exorbitance of the will, they 
WATT nes: of anothers exorbitant will, 
are only miniſters of another mans ſtnne , which fo 
ttrrc only becommecth their owne {1nnc,as their owne 
will concurreth therevnto. The ſervant therefore 
docing that worke on the Sabbath day in obedience 
to his Maſter, which of his owne will and clectionhe 
would not doc, although the worke whereby the. 
commandement of God1s tranſsrefied, be in ſome 
ſort his , yet the rranſgreſſion is none of his , bur hig 
Maſters, that exacted the worke; ſothat although the 
. worke as naturally cofidered bethe ſervants, yet m6. 
rally it is the Maſters; The labour ofit is Grand 
but the finne of itis the Maſters : for the ſinne isnort in 
the ſervants obedience to the Maſters commande.. - 
ment, bur in the Maſtcrs diſobedience to Gods com- 
mandmer; which hath indeede prohibited the worke 
of ſervants inthe Sabbath, bur yer the prohibition is 
impoled , and directed rothetr Maſters not to them, 
who are onely miniſters, not authors of their owne 
labours, now in the unputarion of (inne, 'difterence 15 
to be made berwixtthe authors and the nniſters, Be- 
wixtthe principall, & inf rumentall agents /; For is it 
the {inne of the eye whett it beholdethyanity,andof 
the tongue whenit is looſe to blaſpheme , ſlander, 
ly * 
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1\--or of the hand when its ſtretched torth to ſtrike, 
11d ſhed blood 2 They may he tearmed the finnes of 
thcſe members I confefſe, becaule in theſe {innes, 
theſe members are abuſed, but arethele workes Pro- 
perly the ſinnes of theſe inſtruments , or ofthe difl6. 
lure minde? of rhoſe ſubordinate Miniſters, and ſe:- 
vants of the ſoule, that pertorme their naturall obe. 
dicncc2or of the inordinatc ſoule herlelte that miſg9- 
verneth them? But you may object, that theſe are na- 
wrall inſtruments , inthe workes of the ſoule, and 
conterrc only power, but theſeruant isa voluntary in- | 
{rument in the workes of his Maſter and conterreth 
alſo will : Tanſwere , he conferreth will indeede if he 
be a good {eruant,by reaſon of the obligation of obe. 
dience wherein he ſtandeth to his Maſter, bur yer not 
abſolute but conditionall will :not the ſelfe-clection, 
bur oncly the obedience and yeelding of his will; and 
that onely as it is his Maſters worke : not as tt 1s his 
Maſters "So :for the worke on the Sabvath, hauing 
finvc annexcd to it, and ſobtcing a finfull worke, the 
| kruant andthe Maſter muſt duuide: ir berwixt them : 
the worke is the ſeruants, afd the finne 1s the Maſters, 
forthe ſeruant, doth but his duty, irobeying his Ma- 
ers commandeimcnt,, bur the Maſter tran{2refferh 
tis, in diſobeving Gods! commandcement , ronching 
his {eruamsccaſing from that labour : Bur ſeeing | 
hauc beguaneto object I willproceede a lirtle tarther 
in that cqurſg,both the more euidetly ro deelarermy 
meaning caſtibeobnowousto calummaton;&allo 
0c! oluctic objectiGs that may be prodiiced againſt 
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"> P, 4» 6 yeatuſe of the Subbath. 
(ernans obedience touching'worke on the Sabbath if 
my imagination bec ſo good as to finde them , & my 
learning alto to fatisty them. For firit , it {cemes that 
ſervants arc touching this commandement in better 
congition then other men:1if by their workes on the 
Sabbath they tranſgrefle it not : and tranſ{greſlc it they 
doe not if it be not impoſcd on then, but onely on 
' their Maſters. Touching them 1 anſwere that the 
workes of ſeruants arc of two forts; ſome proceeding 
tom them as tlicy are (cruants thatis vpon their Ma- 
{ters commandement : others proceeding from their 
owne eleEion: unto which namely not by any com- 
mandement of their Maſters,but by the way of their 
owne deſires they are carried. Ot the firſt ſort of 
workes they are only Miniſters,of the ſecod they are 
aurhors. And rouching this ſecond ſort 1 confeſſecal 
though of rhe ftormerit be farre otherwiſe) both that 
{eruants hauca ſeucrall obligation of their owne; and 
- tharthcirtranſgrcſſion and ſinne is ſeuerall , & there. 

fore that themſclues are bound to anſ{were it to the 
juſtice of God, but whether the {inne of theſe ſecond 
workcs,bc pec _—_ theſcruants, or that the Maſter 
alſo participates with the ſeruant inthart guilrineſſe, It 
may be a queſtion,for if they be done meerely by the 
{eruants clcction (beſide the knowledge and contrary 
to the commandement of his Maſter) it ſeemes to bee 
particularly rhe ſeruants finne : But ifthey be occa- 
ſtoned by the Maſters negligence , then doth he cer- 
rainly participate in guiltineſſe with his ſeriiant , al- 
thovghina diverſe fort;tor itis a finne of coinmiſhon 
5 in the 
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intheſeruant doingan vnlawfull a&, and a finne of 
omiſh6 in the MaſternegleCting his due care; becauſe 
by the precept of Almighty God theMaſter is bound 
not onely to command his {eruant to worke , but ro 
command him not to worke onthe Sabbath day: well 
then the workes which ſeruants doe on the Sabbath 
day on their owne election are condemned : rhe 
workes they doe by obcdience , are excuſed by their 
Maſters commandement, But what workes are {o cx- 
culed? Are all? No; but briefly all thoſe which while 
they are performed as by the Seruants oft men , they 
that doe themare not impeached tor being the ſer- 
uants of God : That is to ſay the workes of /abour 
but not the workes of {for tothe firſt they are 0bli- 
ged by the law of natzons , butthe {econd are forbid. 
den them by the law of Sod ; not nakedly forbidden 
as their labour on the Sabbath is, but drretly and im- 
wediatly forbiddenrthem z for it iscleare that all the 
other commandements-bcing indifferently impoſed 
without cither ſpecification or exception of any per- 
lon whatſocuer, 1cf{pc not any more onethen ano- 
ther:and therefore hold all men vnder an cquall obli- 
gation; and ſo was it altogether convenient ; becauſe 
they areno leſſethe ſecrer lawes of nature ,.then.the 
reuealed lawes of God : and no lefie written with the 
finger of God in the fleſhly tabl:s ofthe heart , then 
nthetables of ſtone all of them forbidding thoſe 
things that by their property and narure., or (as the 
Schoolemenſay) ex ſuo genere,aiecuill; butthe com- 

mandement that forbiddeth ſeruile workes on the 
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Sabbath is of a different fore ; firſt becauſe the ſervant 
is, touching the matter which ic forbxddeth' (labour 
wholly ſubject to another mans coinmand : lecondly 
becaulc the commandement torbiddern nor the fer. 
vant to worke, but onely forbiddeth the Maſter his 
ſernants worke ; thirdly becauſe rhe thing 1t ſelfena- 
mely ſernants labour, isnor cuilt materially and & 
{uo eenere , as the matters of the other negative com. | 
mandements arc : butonly circumſtanrially , becavk 
rs donevpon ſuch aday ; for wolatry , blaſphemy, 
diſhonouring of Parents , murther , advſtery , thett, 
falleteſtimony, coucting of that is other mens; which 
arcrhe matter of other. commandements are euill in 
their owne nature and rheretore forbidden, becauſe 
they arccuill intheir owne nature : But to Iabour En 
the Sabbath is not by nature cuill, but thercforeclll/ 
| becauſe it is forbidden. So thar the native ilneſle*h 
the other, cauſerhthe prohibition, burthe prohibi- 
tion in this cauſeth the euill; for labouring on theſes 
venth day , if God had not forbidden ir had-not 
beene cuill arall (no more then to labour on the fixt,) 
asnot being intcrdicted by anyilaw of nature , as the 
matters of all the other commandements are : fordl- 
though the ſecret inſtin& of nature teacheth all men, 
that ſome-time is to be withdrawen from their bods- 
| Ty labours,and to be dedicated to the honour of God 
(which cucn the pro phaneſt Gentiles, amidſt all the 
blind ſuperſtition , and darkenefſe , wherewith they 
were coucrcd , in ſome ſortdid ) appointing fer rimes 
to be ſpent in ſacrifice and denotion to their Idols 
| | which, 


number , and namely the ſeauenth in the ranke, ora 
whole day by the revolution of the Sunne, and with 
that ſeuere cxactneſle of reſtraining all worke (as was 


cnioyned to the ewes ) is but meerely - ceremonial, 


brought in by poſitive law, and is not of the law of 


nature. For had that forme of keeping the Sabbath, 
becnea law of nature,then had it obl iged the Gentiles 
as well as the Tewes ; ſeeing they participate both c- 
qually in the ſame natuxe :yet it did not{o, but was 
-1ucn tothe 1ſraetites, to beaſpeciall marke of their 
ſeparation from the Gentiles , and of their particular 
Conſecrationto God:neither ſhall wee finde either 
in the writings of Heathenmen (whereof ſome were 
1n their kinde very religious ) thatany of them had 
 Euer any ſenſe of it; or inthe records of Moſes, thatit 
was euer obſcrued by any of the holy Patriarches be- 
fore it was pronounced in mount Szzaz + Bur if it had 
beene a law of narure her ſelfe, and ſo had obliged all 
the Patriarches;and as large as naturc her ſelte,and ſo 
obliged all the Gentiles, and had it not beeneasdura- 
ble,as natureroo, and ſo obliged vs Chriſtians allo * 
Certainely it had, for if that preciſe vacation and 
ſanctification of the Sabbath day , had confiſted by 
the law ef nature, then muſtit haue beene by the de- 
cree of all Diuines immutable; and conſequently 
right grievous ſhould the finne of Chriſtians bec, 
which now prophane that day - with ordinary la- 


bours;& chiefly theirs, which firſt tran{latedthe celc- 
- bration 
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which they rooke for their Gods) yet to obſerue one | 
day in the numberof ſeauen,as a certaine day of that 


- - 


Exod.31.13. 
Ezech,z0.12, 
20, 


. 
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ration ofthar day , being theſeauenth, to the fifft *? 


day of the weeke ; who yet arecerrainly ſuppoſed 
be none other thenthe Apoſtles of our Saviour : 
To turnc tothe point andclearly ro determine ir, 


the Maſter only 1s 2ccountable vnto God, forthe ſer 


nants worke done on the Sabbath ; but for what 
worke? Namely tor all the workes ot labour, but nat 
tor the workes of ſinne :and how for the workes of 
labour? Namely, if he doe them not abſolutely , of 


© his owneeletion, but reſpeiuely , as of obedience | 
to his Maſters command ; for touching labours, fer. 


vants are dire&ly obliged totheir Maſters , but tou: 
ching ſinnes , themieclues are obliged immediatly to 
God. Therefore thoſe they may doe becauſe ther 


| Maſters commands them:theſe they may not doe(al- 


though commanded) becauſe God torbids them, '«; 
The ſervants ther may not in any caſe, ſinne at the 


commanderacnt of any Maſter on earth : becauſe hee 
hath reecined immediatly a diret commandeman | 
tothe contrary . from his Maſter im heaven, For ith | 


betterto obey God then man. And theres no pro. 
portion betwixt the duties which they owe as ſer. 
vants to their Maſters according to the fleſh; "And 
which they owe as Chrldyento the fatherof fi Pirirs!0r 
betwirt the obligation wherein they' ſtand to men, 
who haue power bur oucr their bodies in limited ca- 
ies,and that fora ſeaſon, Andrhart infinite obligation 
wherein they ſtand to hun that is both crearor.and 
preferuer, and redeemer, & Iudge of body and ſoul: 
"nne theretore they may nor, it their Maſters com- 

mand. 
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mand them, becauſe God hathforbidden them (not 
only forbidden 1 ſay, but forbiddenitthem) Butla. 
bour they may if their Maſters command them, be- 
cauſe God hathno way forbidden them that; God <7 
hath indeede forbidden the Maſters exa&:»g that 
worke on the Sabbath, but he hath not forbiddenthe 
ſcruants execution of that worke if it be demanded or 
exacted ; he hath reſtrained the Maſter from com. 
manding it, but he hath not reſtrained the ſeruants 
from obeying it it be commanded; for although I ac- 
knowledge the ſervants worke onthe Sabbath to im- 
ply finne : yet I {ay it is not the {eruants fault, And al. 
beit I confeſle the commandement of God be tranſ. 
grcſſed and God diſobeyed by ſuch workes on the 
Sabbath, yetitis not the ſeruant that tranſgrefſeth 
the commandemdet; it is not he that diſobeycth God. 
For the queſtion is not of the paſſive ſenſe, whether 
God be diſpleaſed with theſe workes, but of the 4. 
tive who diſpleaſeth him: The thing is confeſſed but 
the perſons queſtioned : Contefled, that is, thar 
there is ſinne committed in that worke ; but queſtio. 
ned whoſe finne it is. For worke hauing relation both 
tothe Maſter and tothe {cruant ;to the Maſters com. 
manding andtorhe {eruants cxecuring, Iathrme that 
the worke is ſinfull only onthe Maſters part, not on 
the ſeruants ; namely as it is an effect of the Maſters 
command, not as.an effect of the ſeruants obedience, 
And the caſe ſeemes cleare. The matter whereabout 
the ſeruants labour is, isthe Maſters :- So.15 the com- 
mand that ſets him to ir : Sous theaweand teare thar 

E 2 keepes 
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keepes him toir. So is the profitthat redoundeth of | 
ir-And aboue all the commandement of God where. 
by that worke of the ſeruant is forbidden is gtuen di. 
*c&lv to the Maſter. And inthe ſeruant all is contra. 
7. {tis nothis owne worke : It proccedeth not from 
is owne will: His condition cxacteth his obedience 
ibout Jabourz and abouc all Gods command of cea. 
ling from labour belongeth not ro him; I ieane not 
to him diretly,as the perſo to whom 1t 1s giuen, but 
only as the ſubject or matter whereof 1tis giuen , for 
he 1s one ofthem indeede,, whoſe workesarc forbid. 
den, but not of them ro whom it is forbidden ; oneof 
whom but not to whom the commandement was im- 
poſed. But where the law was not impoſed, finne 
cannor bee impured , ſecing finne 1s nothing but the: ' 
tranſercſhon of the law; it 1s not theretore the ſer. 


 vants bur the Maſters {1inne. 


& the ſubſtance and the quality, that is the worke it (elle 


Bur there is another objeRion ; foradmir the ſer 
vants worke vpon the Sabbath be the Maſters finne, 
that impoſethit. Ts it not ſinne to giue coaſent and 
furthcrancetoanother mans finne ? Bur this ſervants 
doc when they execute their Maſters commande- 
ments , and conſequently it is vnlawtull io to yeeld, 
lawtull therefore it is to reſiſt and reje& ſuch com- 
mandement. I an{were firſt touching rhe point of 
conſenting , that in ſuch a worke is to be conſidered 


& the finfulneſſe of jt; feruants may conſent to it,as it 
is their Maſters worke, not as it is their Maſters ſn; 
for except theſe things be diſtinguiſhed , God __ 

elte 
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clfe can no more auoide the calumniation of being 

the author,then poore ſeruants of being the miniſters 
of finne; for that God concurreth with cuery man to 
cuery action vwharſocuer, as touching the ſubſtance 
ol the action, is out of all queſtion; ſecing both all 
Power whenceactions iſſue are derined from him, & 
thatno power can proccedeintoact without his pre-” 
{ent aſſtftance and operation; but yetrorhe crame, the 
{aultrnele, the inordination, the vnlawfulneſſe of the 
action ( whereinthe "nature of finne doth formally, 
conſiſt) he concurreth notz Bur ir wholly proceedeth 
from the infe&tion of concupiſcence ,, wherewith 
the faculties of the ſoule are originally defiled ; the 
actions themſclues iſſuing from the powers, and the 
finfulnefle of the ations from the {tnfulneſlſe of the 
powers, like corrupt ſtreames flowing. trom filthic 
{prings. Itis notthercforeeuery concurrence of the 
frruants with the Maſter to a finfull aQion which 
canſeth the ſtaine , and imputation of finnevpon the 
ſeruant : as when he conſemteth and concurreth one- 
ly tothe aRtionnorto the finne :namely likes and ap- 
proues it, as his Maſters worke,. yet _— diſlikes 
it,as it is his Maſters tranſ{greſſion; likes of the worke 
torthe obligation of obedience, wherein ( touching 
worke) he ſtanderh to ſerue his Maſter ; and yer 
diſlikes of the finne, for the greater obligarion where- 
incuery,one ſtandeth roward the honour of God. 
Bur yet (ro anſiwere ſecondly to the point of reli. 
ſting ) the ſeruant oughtnor for any diſlike or dere- 
ation ofthe annexed finne, to reſiſt or reject hs 
'- ./) Maiters 
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Maſters commandement touching the worke: for in 
obeying he 15 at moſt bur the Miniſter of another 


mans ſinne (and that as they ſay per accrdens , name- 


ly as it is anhexed to ſuch a worke) bur tn reliſting he 
is dircaly the author-of his owne finne, by with. 
drawing his obedience about bodily ferutce from 
him that is his Lord according to the fleth : cuen that 
obedience wherein both by his owne couenant and 
the law of nations he ſtandeth bound vntro him, and 


that withour any exception of the Sabbath more then 
 otherdaves. Andis it wiſdome in a ſeruant to com- 


mit himſelte {inne to preuent his Maſters ſinne? That 
is rooffend God himſclte leaſt another man ſhould 
offend him; no not ſo; wee muſt not doe cull that 
g00d may come thercof (eſpecially doe euill our 
elues that anothers good may come of it) rather wee 
nuſt carry two eyesabour vs that while wee looke 
with oneto the end (that is to the glory of God, ).we 
looke with another to the means that they be layw- 
tulland agreeable to the will of God ; and not diſho- 
nour hun with our finfull actions , while we would 
honour him with our good intentions, Bur yer one 
icruple remaineth becauſe eucry perſon that did any 
worke on the Sabbath day , was by the law tobe cut 
off from his people, and to dye the death , cuery perſon - 
thcrefore,the ſervant as well as the Maſter. I anſwere 
that the zwdrcriall commandement 1s to be vnderſtood 
ofthe ſameperſons to whom the morall commande- 
ment was giuen; the commandement touching pu- 


niſhment , of them , to whom the commandement 


touching 
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touching the offence was impoſed:but I proued before 
thar the morall commandement was not unpoſed to 
ſervants as ſervants,but to them that were at liberty. 
All they thereforethat did any worke on the Sab- 
bath were to dy the death by the Tudiciall Jaw :they 
T ay thardid jt; not rhey that were, made ro doe it; 
1hich were as well paſſive as actiuc in doing of it: 
namely they thardidir of clection,as tree,that might 
abſtaine from worke and would not, not they thar 
did ic of injunction and neceſlity, as {ervantsthar 
would abſtaine from worke and might not; whoſe 
condition was ſuch that if they would not worke by 
thcir maſters direction, ay be madeto worke by 
their maſters compulſion; for a hard caſe it wereit 
poore ſervantsto whom no commandement to ceaſe 
from worke was giuen by God, and yet. might bec 
compelled ro worke by men,ſhoulddyefor ir,ifthey 
did {0. worke. It is therctore to be vnderſtood of 
them that worke willingly of themſelues or (as az. 
thors)cauſe others to worke (as- maſters doe. their 
ſervants) nor of them who only (as miniſters) and a- 
gainſt their wills are {ct to worke, And rather be. 
cauſe the worke of the ſervant(thatT'fay which hec 
doth by the commandement of his maſter to whom 
for matter of labour he is meerely ſubordinate)euen 
reaſon and equity, will interpret the maſters worke. 
Andcertainly that God accounteth itſo, the decla- Exoe,1z.1%, 
ratio of that prcceprt in another place doth make ma. 
teſt. Sixe daies thou ſhalt doe thy worke, andthe 
farventh day thou ſhalt reſt that thine Oxe and thine 


A [NC 
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Aſſe,and thy Sonne, and thy Maide, &c., may be refre. 
ſhed, for 1s 1r not maniteſtthar the {cruants worke is 
2ccounted the Maſters , ſeeing the reſt from the Ma. 
ſters worke is the refreſhing of the ſeruants ? the Ma. 
ſer therefore who by the morall law was comman. 
ded that his ſervants ſhould not worke on the $46. 


bath,was by the Iudiciall to bee puniſhed with death, 


ifthe ſeruant did worke that day by his commande- 
ment. 

And thus haueI proued my aflertion; namely that 
thecommandement of the Sabbath was not giuen, 
nor fit to be giuento the {eruants themſclues , butto 
their gouernour; both by arguments of reaſon which 
is the rule of men,and authority of Scriptures, which 
isthe rule of Chriſtians; and cannot finde any thing 
materiall in either of both that may reproue it : but 


yet if T ſhould admit ( whichT doubt you will neuer 
proue ) that the commandement was dire&ly giuen 
' ro ſeruants themſelues, as ſeruants; and that th 
might law go! diſobey their Maſters touching tho 


workes whereby the precept of the Sabbath might 
be tranſgreſſed : yer haue Ianother exception againſt 
your doctrine; namely for condemning every light 
worke(fuch as inviting of gueſts, orfetching of wine 
tron: a neighbours houſe, orgiuing a horſe prouen- 
cr) (for theſe arethe very inſtances which bred the 
queſtion) for tran{greſſion of Gods Commande- 
ments, forbidden onthe Sabbath : no; it isnot z the 
commandement importeth no ſuch thing:for it is not 
[TE] thar is cuery worke, but [ERxbY) thit 
is 
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is there forbidden;that is every fervile work, for ſuch 


the word [RB] properly doth import; and fer- 79 


vile worke , by the interpretationof the beſt divines 
is accounted, cither that which is attended with the 
oile of the body , or at leaſt intended and direted 
:0 lucreandgaineof riches , with ſome care of the 
minde . ſuch as mens ordinary worke is wontto bee 
on commondaies. And thar the worke there forhid- 
den hath a ſpeciall relationto the gaine of riches is 
the better apparent becauſethe ſame word[M>Rx>%) 
lignifieth ( opes ) as well as ( ops ), riches as well as 
 worke; and not only where the commandement was 
pronounced ( inthe 20 of Exodws ) but wherelocyer 
it is repeated in the bookes of the law, which is of- 
tentimes ( and differently for other circumſtances) 
the ſame word © 158542 ) is euerretained and never 
changed; not every Wotrke therefore ablolutely , bur 
every worke of ſuch a kind,namely conſiſting intoile 
and tending to gaine is reſtrained by the commande-_ 
ment, and 1s there not evident reaſon to vnderſtand ir 
0: For ſeeing the intendment of the precept is clear- 
ly { inthe point of that daics vacation ) that the bo- 
dy ſhould bee refreſhed by abſtinence from labour, 
And(in the point of fanctification of it) the minde 
thould be refreſhed by atrendance to fſpirituall exer- 
cile;it followerh manifeſtly that if there he any works 
that reſolue not the body and ſo hinder notthe re. 
freſhing of it ; nor diflolue and alienate the minde 
trom the ſervice of God 4 and mcditation of $Godli- 
neſſie. that theſe workes are not forbidden; becauſe 
F nemher 
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neither the vacation which the commandement 1m- 
porteth, nor that Cnctification which it intendeth is 
mpcachcd by them. | 

And it von will obje& that cuen very light works 
arc expreficly forbiddeninthe law X (0 that to kindle 
Arc 0n the Sabbath day was valawfull,I mult an{were 


- voutharthart and ſome other were but ceremonial 


+ 44 


Preccpts not morall ( and belonged to the curious. 
obſcrvance of the commandement ) and theretore 


| obliged the Iewes and none elſe: for that ſuch light 


and labourlcfie workes onthe Sabbath were notranſ(- 
ercihon atall of the morall commandemecnt the pra- 
ctifc of him whole every action was our inſtructio 

of him who was the giuer of the law as God, and the 
only keeper of it as man,w1ll put all out of queſtion; 
for had that exact and extreame vacation on the Sab- 
bath beene required by Gods gnorall cominande- 
ment, and ſo every light worke beeneatranſgreſhon 
of jt, would not our Saviour haue reproued the 
tewes® for looting their beaſts from the Naules, and 
leading them to water on the Sabbath day ? Yet hee 

mentioneth, and 1CProucs ut not : (and ak Sirby. 
the way) heethat condemned not bringing of beaſts. 
to drinke, would not condemne bringing imneate to 


beaſts: or would hc hauc (nor ſuffered onely)) but ex- 


cuſed the » plucking ot carcs of corne , and rubbing 
out the graines on the Sabvath, day as hee did in his 
dilciples or would he humſelte < onthe Sabbath day 
lauc inade clay aud anovimea with it the CyCs of the 
DIET Or WORK he have commanded others to doe 

| ſuch 
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ſuch workes onthe Sabbath , ashee did the impotent 


man, whom he had healed s namely to Trake VP lis d loh.5, 8.9. 


bedthat day and depart ? Seethen how this ſeverc 
preciſenefle of yours agreeth wirh the practiſe and 
doctrine of our Saviour ; who notonly ſuffered theſe 
light workes to bee done without reprehenſion, but 
excuſed them, but did them himlſelfe ; but comman- 
dcd others todoethem: therefore in his indgement, 
who wasthe law-giuer, and muſt beethe Tudge of all 
che finnes of men; they were no tranſgreffion ofthe 
commandement of the Cbbak, 

For vaine it were to reply that Chriſt was Lord 
of the Sabbath, and therefore might diſpenſe with 
the commandement at his owne pleaſi ure : Vaine 1t 
were, I fay ; foralthongh hce were Lord of the Sab- 
bath as God,being ſo thelaw-giuer , yet was hce ſub- 
iect ro the commandement,asman;being as the Apo- 
tleſaith * made vader the law ; for whar elſe import- 


eth that kinde of fpeech (made vader the law) bur that: 


he which by nature wasnot vnder the law, as being 
God , was yet made vnder the law as hecomming 
man: which law firſt himſelfe pronounced , hee came 
to tulfill; and ſecondly his. Apoſtles that hee had ful- 
flled it in that he had no finne: but ever tranſgretſt- 
on of the law was ſinne.,theretorcinno Ger he tranl. 
oreſled the law : and it nor onely were vaine in this 
mannertoexcuſe our Sayiaurs ations, bur a very 


hard and dangerous point, whenqueſtion is made of 


our Saviours fulfilling ofrhe law , ro fly in this caſe 
'0the retuge of diſpenfarions : aS if Our Saviour thar 
F 2 came 
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eameto ſatisfy for all our tranſgreſſions of the Lay, 
performed notthe law h imſelfc , with ſuch perfect & 


exact obedience as might antwer the juſtice of God, 
and the rinefie of his commandements , but that 
ſomething muſt bee helped or ſupplied by difpenſa- 
tion. The truth is therefore that our Saviours obedi. 
ence,anfwered exactly.and perfectly farisfied the ex. 
ioence of thar,and all other commandements of A]. 
mighty God, performing all tothe vtmoſt that th 
required, and therefore thoſceafie and flender works, 
were no breaches of the commandement rouching 
the Sabbath. 

Bur let that bee admitted alſo ; firſt that the com- 
mandement was immcdiatly giuen to ſervants ; Se- 
: condly that it was o1en rouching the lighteſt degree 
of workes. Let ſervants bce the perſons , and thoſe 
workes the matter to whom , and of which the com- 
mandement was ginen; is your doctrine yet juſtified 
hereby.and ſubic& ro no other reproofe 2 The per- 
ſons haueafforded me exceptions againſt it , becauſe 
the commandement was not giuen to ſervants : And 
the matter, becauſe it was not impoſed touching that 
light fort of workcs;the timealſo will, becauſe it can- 
not be ynderftood of the Lords day ; for what day 
was ic,of which the charge of vacation was fo ſtrit- 
ly given? Was it not the ſcauenth day of the weeke? 
The ſcauenth(faith the precepr) is the Sabbath of the 
Lord thy God, 7-:t :hou Jhalt doe woworke. And why 
the ſeaventit © Becaulc in fix daies the Lord finiſhed 
all the workes of creation , and reſted the ſeauenth 
day 
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day therefore he ſanRified the ſeauenth day; & whart 
day is it whereof we queſtion? The Lords day: That 
is the firſt day ofthe wecke: Ir is thereforerhe {ca- 
venth day of the week (the Sabbath of the lewes ) not 
the firſt day ofthe week , the Sabbath of Chriſtians 
that was ſo ſtrict'y by Gods comandement deſtined 
to reſt. Therefore the works done on the Sabbath day 
arc no tranſgreflions of Gods commandement. Bur 
you will ſay, the old Sabbath is aboliſhed, and the ce. 
[cbration of ittranſlared to the firſt day of the week - 
Tranſlated, by whom ? By any commandement of 
God ? Whereis it 7 The holy Scripture we know to 
be ſufficient; it containerhall the commandements of 
God, wherher of things to be done,orto be avoided, 
orto be beleeued. Let mee heare either one precept, 
one word of God. out of the old Teſtament that ic 
ſhould be tranſlated, or one precept, one wordof the 
ſonne of God, out of the new Teſtament, command- 
ing it to bee tranſlated, Ifay one word of any of his 
Apoſtles intimating that by Chriſts commangement 
it was tranſlated : Tt is certaine that there 1s none, 
Therefore it is evident that the folemnity .of the 
Lords day was not, eſtabliſhed Iuredvins;, Notby 
any commandement of God ;and conſequently thar 
to worke on that day,1s certainely no breach of any 
divine commandement. How then hath the firſt day 
ofthe wecke gained the celebration and ſolemaity to, 
become the Sabbath of rhe, Chriſtians ? By.the con- 
ſtitutionofthe Church ;and only by;that; yet of that 
moſt ancient Church, I confeſſe, that next followed 
"FF -3 thc 
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the aſcention ofour redeemer. Bur yet all this 15 bur 
tus humanum it is but the decree of men , which muſt 


not equall it {o1fe with. Gods commandement » and 
muſt be content with a leſle deorce of authority and 


obligation then the commandement touching the 


Sabbath,might challenge thar was pronounced in the 
eares ofmen with the voice of God, andwritten in 
tables withthe finger of God. What then doe I doube 
of the inſt aboliſhment of the Tews Sabbath ? Noin 
noſort; it is aboliſhed and rhat iuſtly I confeſle, yet 
not by any repeale ofany contrary decree ; but RY 
by expiration,becauſe it is growne out of date, It 
was eſtabliſhed for a ſigne * of difterence betwixt the 
people of Godandthe prophane nations , the ewes 
and Gentiles: bur this difference is ceaſed , the parti- | 
tion wall is broken downe, Tewes & Gentiles in Chriſt 
are made all one: all are become the people of God. 
the Sabbath was (faith the Apoſtle ) a ſhadow *of 
things to'coine, whereof the body was in Chriſt ; the 
body therefore being come , whatſhould rhe ſhadow 
be reſpected? For was it the ſhadow of Chriſts reſt- 
ing inthe graue that day ? That # paſt; or was ita ſha- 
dow of reſt and liberty from the ſlavery of finne in 
thc kingdome of gracc? that z obtarned , or is ita ſha- 
dow of eternal! reſt of the bleſſed in the kingdome 
ot Glory: That is ſure to be obtained.(Chriſt hath gi- 
ven his word, and wee have, receancd the pledge 
ot 1s holy ſpirit) Theſe things. are ſhadowed in the: 
Sabbath: And theſe things are alrcady performed 
n Chriſt : The firſt «s pait , the ſecond rs Foun 
thin, 
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third is aſſured. The Sabbath therefore that was the 
ſhadow of theſe things, when the things themſclues 
were come, vaniſhed of it ſelfe, | Bur might not the 
celebration of the Sabbath , which thus ceaſed, bec 
juſtly rranſlared by the Churchto the hvyſt day of the 
weeke? Yes certamely both nught,& was witly. For 


I conſider that the generality, was of rhe imorall layy, © 


of the law of nature ; namely that mmnthould ſeque- 
ſtcr ſometime fro worldly affaires,wiluch they might 
dedicate to the honour of God , onely the ſpeczalery. 
that is the limitation and defignement of that rime, 
was the churches ordinance, appointing firſt one cer- 
taine day,& thatin relation to Chriſtian aflemblies. 
namely that they might mcet and pray , and praiſe 
God together with one voice if the congregation. 
And ſecondly deligning that one day ro the firſt day 
of the weeke, for ſome {peciall reaſons and remem- 
brances. For firſt it was the day of Chrz/ts reſurrecti- 
on from the dead. Secondly it was the'day of the ho- 
ly Ghoſts deſcention from heaven to powre infinite 
graces vpon Chriſtians. The #r{t of them for onr tn- 
tificationas theApoſtle ſpeakerth. The ſecond forthe 
lantification, and edification, of the whole Church, 
(ro omit ſome other rcalons of lefſke imporrance)ioft- 
ly therefore was the conſecration of theSavb4th tran- 
flatedto thatday. But what of that? What ifthe con- 
ſecration of the Sabbath was by the Churchrranſla- 
cd tothe firſt day of the weeke 7, Was therefore the 
commandement of God: tran{lzed alſo? That that 
day 0u2httobe obferued vader the fame obligation 
with 


£0 


4 © 
with the Sabbath? For if the commandement of Gad 
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were nottranflated by rhe Church,rogether with the 
celebration from the ſcauenth day to the firſt day, 
then is working onthe firſt day no violation of Gods 
commandement - was the commandeinent of God 
then tranſlated from the Sabbath to the Lords day 
by the decree ofthe Church? No:the Church did i 
not,let me ſee the At. The Church could not doe 
it, let me ſee the authority : the Church could nor 
tranſlate the commandementr to the firſt day , which 


God himlſelfe had namely limited ro the ſcaventh, 


For could the Church make that Gods commande. 
ment which was not his commandemecnt ? Gods 
commandement was to reſt onthe ſeaucnth day and 
worke onthc firſt; thereforeto reſt on the firſt and 
worke on the ſeauenth was not his commandement : 
For doth the fame commandement of God enio 
both labour and reſt onthe ſame day 2 Is there faſt 
and looſe in the ſame commandement with God? 
Thou ſhalr worke on the firſt day faith that, and 
worke on the ſcauenth, ſaith this. Can the Church 
make theſe the ſame commandement 2 Bur ſay the 
Church hath this incredible8: vnconcciuable power: 
Say it may forbid toworke on the firſt day , by the 
vertue of the very lame precept, that doth neither cx. 
preſly comand or licenſe to worke on that day. Say 
that the Church of God may tranſlate the comman- 
dement of God from one day to another at their 
pleature,gid they ittherefore? I ſpake before oftheir 
authoriy whether they might doc it : I enquire now 
of 
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ofthe act, whether they did it;did the Church (I 
ſay )everconſtiture,rhat the fame obligation of Gods 
commandement whigh lay onthe ewes, for keeping. 
of the Sabbath day,ſhould be tranſlated and laid vp- 
on the Chriſtians for keeping of the Lords day? Did 
the Church this? No no,they did it notallthe wit & 
{carning in the World will not proue 1t. 

But you may obic&, iftheold Sabbath vaniſhed 
& the commandement of God was limited & fixed 
to that day only,then is one of Gods commande- 
ments periſhed. I anſwere that the generality of that 


commandement to keepe a Sabbath wherein God £2 


might be honoured, was morall;Bur the ſpeciality of 
it, namely to keepe,(1)one day of ſcaven; (2) the 
ſcavcnthz(3) one whole day;(4)with preciſe vacan- 
cy fromall work,were meerely ion 
cialities then of the commandements arc vaniſhed; 
But for the generality of ir,it isa law of nature, and 
remaineth, But, ashe ſpecialiry of that commande- 
mcnt implyeth plaine contradictio, with theſabbart- 
call of the Lords day,ſo the generality of it can cn- 
force nothing tor it; for theſe axe miſerable conſe. 
quents,(indeede plaine fallacies of the conſequent) 
that God hath ſometime commanded vacancy for 
his Lonour, therefore he hath commanded the firſt 
day of the weeketo be that time;or this, God hath 
commanded vs ſome time to reſt,cherefore that rime 
we muſt preciſely abſtaine fro all miner of workes: 
canthe Church make theſe conſequences good £ If 
t cannor, the celebrationot the Lords day, can with 

G no 
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no enforcement of rcaſon be deduced out of themo- 
rality ofGods commandement.But it you wilkreply: 
thar the Church hath eſtabliſhed the firſt dayof the 
weekero be the Chriſtians Sabbath not by way of 
conlequence,as deducing it out of che comandementz 
bur mcerely by authority, appropriating and fixing 
Gods morall commandement to 1t ; 'you may fay 
your pleaſure, but I ſhalneither bclecue, nor you 
prouc that ſuch authority belongs ro the Church: 
or that ſuchan a& hath bcene eſtablithed by the 
Church:whichTI am ſurc you can. neuer doe; nether 
of both; for ſeeing thatall divines acknowledge that 
the ſingling out of ſuch a day to be ſanctified(namely 
the ſeventh rather then any other)was meerely cere- 
moniall, although it was Gods owne defignation, [ 
hope that you wall conteſle the {peciall defignement 
otthe firſt day of the weeke to that honour, before 
other daies, bcing made only by the Church to bee 
alſo bur ccremomall. But certain{Eit 1s that no cere- 
monies, which come not. vader the obligation of 
Gods morall law, ſhould oblige tothe oblervarion 
of ceremonies. Therctore it will never conſiſt with 
reaſon. that the morall law of God can by any au- 
thority ofthe Church oblige Chriſtians tothe cele- 
bration of the Lords day. 

It i5not therefore the tranſlation of the old com- 
mandement of God trom the one day to- the other 
(which yer if it were tranſlated) can oblige feruants; 
\no otherwife thenit did vnder the old law) bur the 
inſtitution of anew commandement, ofthe Church 
| her 
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her ſelfe (yct guided by the ſpirit of (od) that con. 
ſecrated that day tothe ſolemne ſervice of God; what 
then? Doth nor the conſtitution of the Church, for 
the celebration of the Lords day, bind equally the 
conſcience of menas the old commandement did, 
for the celebration of the Sabbath? Binde it doth, 
but nor cqually:forthg Church is no way equall vn. 
to God; the authority of it is lefſe thenthe authority 
of God, therefore is the obligationofthe Churches 
ordinance, lefſe then the obligation of Gods ordi- 
nance.Burt yet bide the conſcience it doth, and thar 
firmely & eftectually,(even the conſcience of every 
member ofthe Church)totrue and exact obedience. 
| For he that heareth not the Church ts no better then an 
heathen or a publican, Ard neverwas Church on 
carth more vndefiled then that thar ordained thar 
inſtitution. He that deſpiſeth the Apoſtles of Chriſt 
deſpiſeth Chriſt himſelfe,and the Apoſtles were go- 
vernours of that Church:for acknowledged itis that 
hccelebration of the Lords day, was the ordinance 
of that Church and of thoſe gouernours. Therefore 
tis ſure that that ordinance doth oblige the conlci- 
ence of euery Chriſtian manzbur if you aske me how 
farrc doth thatconſtituti6 of the Church obligethe 
con{ciencer Ianſwere you, as farre as it doth com- 
mand; (you will defire no more) further it cannot 
ir cannot oblige turther,then it doth ordaine; it can- 
not bind the conſcience for guiltineſſe, further then 
irdoth for obedience , becauſe all guiltinefſe doth 
preſuppoſe diſobedience; now that the Church or- 
*. dained 


Mat,18.17. 
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dained ſolemne aſſemblies of Chriſtians, tobe cele. 
bratcd that day to the honour of God, and inthem 
theinvocation of Gods holy name, thankeſgiving, 
hearing ofthe holy Scriptures and reccuuing of the 
Sacraments, is not denied, Ir is our of queſtion, al} 
antiquity afforderh plentitull remembrance of it, Bue | 
that it inioyneth that ſeverc & exact vacation, fro all 
workes onthe Lords day,which the commandement 
_ ofGodrequireth inthe Tewes ſabbath,you will never 
proue. It rcliſherh roo much of the 7ew/ſh ceremo. 
nics,ro be proved by Chriſtian divinity. For this is 
no proafe of ir, that the Lords day 1s lucceeded in 
place of the Sabbath. Or as ſome divines tearme it, 
as the heyre of the Sabbath. Ir is Iay no proofe. at 
all:;(except it were c{tabliſhed y the (ame authority, 
& the obſcruance of ir, charged with'the ſame ſtriQ. 
neflc of commandement:) forif it ſucceede the $ab- 
bath in place,muſt ir therefore ſucceed in equalf pre. 
ciſeneſt: of obſervation? (So if the Pope ſucceederh 
Peter in place,mult he therefore ſucceed him in-e- 
quality of power?)the Lords day therefore fucceed- 
eth the ſabbath in the point of ſanRifcation,for cele- 
bration of the aſſemblics, for the Church hath pre- 
ciſely commanded thar; but not in the point of exa& 
and extreame vacation, from every kinde of worke; 
for that the Church. hath not commanded: and fo al- 
though theLords day may well be tearmed the heire 
of rhe ſabbath, yet is it notex aſſe heres as the civall 
lawyers ſpeake: it inheriteth not the whole right of 
the Sabbath,for that right and prerogarie of the es 

at 3 
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bath was not giuento the Sabbath & its heirs; it was 
was no fee ſimple; (and if I may fpcake in the law 

yers ſtile) it was only a tenure for tearme of lite: 
namely during the lite of the ceremonial law,which 
lite ended inthe death of our Saviour. This reaton 
therefore of the ſucceſſion of the Lords day in place 
of the ſabbath is no reaſon. Any other reaſon befides 
this, or elſe authority which I mighr in your behalte 
obiet ro my lſelte,l know none worthy mentioning: 
for the commandement of Godas I haue proucd 1s 
not of this day; the commandement of the Church 
is of this day, bur not of theſe workes; neither will 
all the hiſtories of the ancientChurch,nor canons of 
the ancient councells, not any other monuments or 
regiſters of antiquity afford you (as Iam certainly 
perſiwaded ſearch them as curiouſly as you can) re- 
cord of any ſuch conſtitutions of the Church for the 
generall reſtraint of workes on. the Lords day; you 
may find I know in ſome of the ancientFathers much 
ſounding tothe prerogatiue of that day- as that it 


blies inÞ Tuſtin Martyr, and a day of reioycing in 


lib,4.cap-22, 


was a holy ws in 2 Euſebius. 4 day of Chriſtian aſſem- a Hiſt. EceleC, 


ETertullian;a feſtivall day ind7 'gnatius, 8 ſome more 


b Apolog.. 
c Apaog.c.16, 


ofthe like;but doth any ofalltheſe tmport orimply dEri. adm 


J 


a generall reſtraint? A.diſt{ftefromali worke? No, 
they doe notzneither ſhall you finde in theſe, nor in 
any other records ot antiquity any conſtitutions of 
the Apoſtics;and of the firſt Church extant to that 
eftect; no nor any. relation or - remembrance thar 
lucha conſtitution had ever beene made by them: 

Gy nay 
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Navy I finde cleare evidence to the contrary : fyr 

would Con{taritinethe Great (that moſt holy Empe- 

rour andthe beſt nurling father of Chiiſtian religz. 

on tliat eacr Prince was)would hel ſay haue licenſed 

by his decrec,the country people freely (libere licen. 

" Co4.lib.z. Tir. terg, arcthe words ofthe conſtitution)to attend their 

14 12.108. 3+ ſowing of graine,ſetting of vinesand other husban. 

dry/on the Lords day, it thoſe workes had beene_ 

forbidden by the commandement of God , or de. 

cree of the Apoſtles, and firſt Church? Or would 

Conail Laod, the Fathers in the councell of Laodicea (one of the 
C:n.29, moſt ancient & approued councells ot the Church) 

enioyne the vacancy ofthe Lords day with this con- 

Simdop"ſrrt. dition; And if men can: Certainely ſervants Full ill 

can, if they be conſtrained by their Maſters to 

worke: would they I ſay haue added ſucha conditi. 

on, hadit beene ſimply vnlawtull, for all forts of peo- 

/ © pleby the ancient Sanction of the firſt Church to 

doc any worke that day 2 Ir appearerh therefore 

that there were no ſuch vniverſall coſtirutions of the 

Church. The actuall forbcaring of all workes by 

{ome Chriſtians that day I ſtand not on: nor on the 

cxhortations of ſome ancient Fathers to that pur- 

pole; lomercemembrances of both are to be found1 

know;but theſcare partreplar examples, and perſwa- 

fons;conſtitutions of the Churchthey are not;edias 

of {undry Princes likewiſc,and decrees of ſome pro- 

vinciall Councells are cxrant I confefle in record to 

the tame effect,and thoſe are conſtitutions indeede; 

bur partly, not of the Church; partly not vniverſall, 
"7s nor 


a 
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nor very ancient, and theretoreare no Sanctions ro 
obligethe whole Church, which, befide the law of 
Godand decrees of the A poſtles (ro whom the 90- 
yerment of the whole Church by our Saviour was 
committed) and the canons ofthe vniveriall Synods 
no poſitiue conſtitution can doe. What then? Would 
[ſer at liberty that. eucry\man may freely prophane 


the Lords day with extraordinary labour? No; I 


would not; I centeſſeit is meete Chriſtians ſhould £9 


abandon all worldly affaires that day and dedicate 
it wholly tro the Lone of God; that Chriſtians 
ſhould not be lefle devour & religious incelebrating 
ot the Lords day,then the ewes were in celebrating 
of their Sabbathytorthe obligation of ourthankfulnes 
to God is more then theirs,although the obligation 
ot his commandement to vs inthat behalte is leſle; 
Mecte it1s 1fay; And wiſh with all my heart it were 
moſt religiouſly pertormed euen with all abſtinence 
trom worldly affaires, and all attendance to Godly 
devotion, But yetnotwithſtanding I deny that toge- 
ther with the iaſtirution of the Lords day there was 
any ſuch coſtitutis of theChurcheſtabliſhed where. 
by men were obliged to the ſtrict defiſting from all 
worke. But what doth the honour of God then ſtand 
at the curteſtc of man to prophane thar day (if they 
liſt) with worke at their pleafurc? Not fo; for beſide 
the conſtitutions of ſome ancient councells, the c- 
dicts of Chriſtian Princes haue every where reſtrai- 
ncdthat prophanation:neither of which (tor mat. 
ters that tall vnderthcir power) can be ra 
VWATNOUL 
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withour ſihnc and diſobedience to God, whoFecormn: 
' mandements alrhouglh nor arrectly yer redntuely) 
thoſe conſtitutions are: for God hath commanded 
all men to honour their Parents(the parents of their 
country ſtand in the firſt ranke:) The fonne of God 
hath commanded all Chriſtians ro heare the Church, 
and that vnder forfeiture of communion of Saints, 
bur they thar deſpiſe rhe Canons of the Church, or 
edicts of the Prince,hearc not the one; honour not 
the other:therefore they that tranſgreſle either of 
theſe conſtirutions,trantgreſſe alſo (Conſequently] 
ſay though not immediarly)the commandements of 
God; but yet neither of them both (ro come nearer 
homc)are tranſgreſſed by ſervants if they worke by 
their Maſtcrs commiſſion,and not oftheir owne ele. 
ion; for neither doth the one law or the other giue 
liberty and warrant to Servants to be rebellious to 
their Maſters touching point of ſervice, that day 
more thCothers:bur in forbidding of work, firſt they 
intend not your preciſe abſtinence from any light 
and labourleſſe worke as both the cenſure of the 
Church,and iudgement of temporall Magiſtrates 
make maniteſt, which never rooke hold onany man 
forſuch manner of workes: And ſecondly they pur. 
poſeto foxbid the Maſters commanding or allowing 
of workeand notthe ſervants obeying it he be com- 
mandecd; for the law is intended and raketh hold of 
them that haue the liberty & power to keepe it, not 
ot themthathaue not, bur are meercly vnder the 
powerand diſpoſition of another man; wherefore if 
ſeruants 
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4ervants Worke on the Lords day of their owne 
;hoice,it is their owne {inne;bur if their Maſters com. 
nand,it is their maſtcrs ſinne;Andd he ſtandeth bound 
:0 anſwere the law. No warrant therefore, nor incou- 
ragement haue ſervants by any of theſe lawes , to re- 
ict thcir-commandements touching matter of worke 
or ſeryice onthe Sabbath or any other day. 

And is not this moreagreeable to the doCtrine of 
he holy Apoſtles ot our Saviour, every where deli- 
 vered rouching ſervants 2 Doe they nor often, and 
ith cxcceding earneſtnes comand and exhort them 
:0 obedience, no where permitting them any point 
of liberty, and that without exception of Maſter, of 
iabour,or of time? for (that we may take a very ſhort 
view of their doctrine touching ſervants obedience) 
what Maſters are they to whom ſervants ought to be 
obedient ? Tnfidells and beleeuers ſaith Paul 1.Tim.6. 
1. 2, Covetows and friſ&Wrd ſaith Peter 1. Pet, 2. 18. 
thatis, cventoall; obedient toall. How ? In what 
fort? From the heart faith the Apoſtle, Coloff, 3. 23. 
in ſingleneſſe of heart as vnto Chriſt inanother place: 
Ephef. 6.5. without any replying , not ſo much as 
anſwering againe. 11a third. Tits. 29. That iSinall 
rcadinefle and humility z obedient toall in ſuch ſort: 
how farre 2 In what points ? Evenin all things: ſer- 
vants be obedient to your Maſters in all things. Coloſſ 
3.22. pleaſethemin all things,Titus 2. 9. thinke them 
worthy of all honowr. 1,T1m.6.1. In all things? Yea in 
all rhings belonging to the condition of Servants; 
Hatis in all ſervice, inalllabour which is the proper 30 

H character 
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character of all ſeryants, and (obedicntxothem in all 
things)why# That the name of God and his dottrine 
be not enill footer of ;x.Tim.6.1.which two laſt poing 
ofthe Apoſtles-do@rine touching leruants .obedj- 
ence, I would adniſe you Se ſpecially to conſider, for 
whercasit is out of queſtion , rhat infidells cxateg 
workes of their Chriſtian ſeruants ( as in the begin. 
ning ofthe Church many belecuing ſeruants had un- 
belecuing maſters) onthe Lords day no lefle theno. 
thers ; it their ycelding to thar exacting of their Ma- 
 ſters had beene finne; would he haue commanded 
* themto obey their Maſters in all things ? And to 
pleaſc them in ali things without excepting of any 
day or of any labour? Forthat heathen maſters would 
exact of Chriſtian ſervants their ordinary Iabourand 
{eruice on the Lords day as well as on-.others 

have no reaſon to doubt; cx@gpt you thinke that 4a 
then men would tender and Mpect more the religion 
of their Servants (that religion which themſclues 
eſtcemed to be ſuperſtirion & folly) then thcir owne 
profit. Andthen it Chriſtian ſcrvants ſhould haue 
withdrawcn their obedience that day , rejecting and 
reſiſting thetr Maſters commandements, whereas 
their vabelccuing ſervants willingly obeyed them, 
and lahourcd for their profit , had they not cauſed 
the nameof God which they worſhipped to be blal. 
pheamed and the doctrine which they profeſſed to 
beevill{poken ot? (which was the point of the Apo- 
ſtles doctrine T cfpecially remembred you of ) That 
God I fay which commanded, and that Oe 

| whic 
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which inſtructed ſervants to diſobey their maſters, 8: 
by depriving them of their ſeruice cauſed their hin- 
drance? The Apoſtle knew full wel this was notthe 
way to propagate the Goſpell, and enlarge the king- 
dome of Chriſt ; he knew it was Chriſtian meckenes 
& obcdience,8 humility, 8& patience thatmuſtdoe it: 
and theretore he commandeth Chriſtian fervants to 
oivethcir Maſters all honour, to obey them in all 
things, & to pleaſe them in all things; thar ſo their 
Maftcrs ſeeing them more ſerviceable and profitable 
ſcrvants,and withall more vertuous then others were, 
might ſooner bee drawen to like of the religion thar 
made them ſuch , whereas the contrary would hauc 
beene manifeſtly a ſcandall,8 grievous impeachment 
t0 the propagation of the goſpell,and deftamed it, tor 
adodtrinc of contumacy and diſobedience , and for a 
[eminary(as it were)of diſturbance and ſedition of ta- 
milies and commonwealths. And nor only alienated 

the aftections of Maſters from their Chriſtian ſervarts : 
but inflamed all men with indignation and hatred a- 
gainſt the Chriſtian religion and the profeſſors of it. 
Such therefore evidently is the importance and in- 
tendment of the Apoſtles doQtrine(as vnpartiall men 

whom prejudice or ſelfe conceipt leads not away, 

may ſoone diſcerne ) very farre differing from this 

doQrine of yours, Touching which point of the 

Apoſtles inſtruction given to ſervants for this effe- 

Quall and gencrall obedience, you will not reply (I 

nope) as ſome haue done; that at firſt ?indeede it was 


Permitted for the good of the Church leaſt the 11- 
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ereaſe of it , and proceeding of the Goſpell ſhoulg 
 behindred by offence given. to the Gentiles. Fox 
would that haue beene permitted if it had beene vn. 
lawfull: Or could the Church of God be increafed 
by the ſinnes of men: His Church increaſed Dy that 
whereby himſelte was diſhonoured ? Or would the 
Apoſtles haue permitted men ro-{inne(as-now Tefuirs 
| doe) forthe good of the Church+? nay exhorted and 
commandedtoit, who had himſelfe expreſly taught 
that wee muſt not doe evill that good may come of 
ir2 No neither of both can be ; becauſe cither af both 
werea ftaine, andderogation tothe righteouſneſſe of 
God:the intention therefore ofthe Apoſtles was fim. 
ple, without alltricks of policy, toteach ſeruants al} 
exact andentire obedience to their Maſters, touching 
all workes that belong tothe duty of fervants;narely 
that were inthemſelues honeſtand lawtull, without 
excepting of any day. Neither ſhall you finde (ag/] 
am verily per{waded,and I ſpeake not.at randome) if 
all che monuments of antiquity be ſearched. th rough, 
either the practiſe of Chriſtian ſervants , or the do-- 
Arine of Chriſtian preachers,to haue been any other; 
I fay you ſhall not hadeany remembrance in the an; 
cient Church (if you ſcarch the bookes' of hiſtories) 
that it was the cuſtome ofChriſtian ſervants,to with- 
. draw their obediece from their Maſters on the Lords 
day;nor {if you ſearch the bookes. of doctrine )/ that 
evcrany Father or teacher of the Church {6 perſwas 
ded or inſtrutedrthC: no,nor yer if you adde rothem 
the Heathen writers allo , that liucd inthe age of the 
ancient 
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ancient Church and whereof diverſe were tharpe and 
bit:crenemiestothe Chriftian religion , and; apr to 
uke every advantage to calumniate and diſgrace ir, 
(ſuchas Lucian, Porphyrie, Iulian, Libavins, Eunapins 
:rd othcrs were) you ſhall never finde thedetrattion 
of {crvants obedience, objected ro Chriſtians; And 
ccrtainly if inall antiquity , no hiſtory. be found to ' 
record it ; nofather to perſwade it, noenemy to .ob- © 
jc it; it may welſceme evident that this doctrine of 
ſcrvants withdrawing obedience from their Maſters, 
for worke onrhe Lords day., was neither taught nor 
practiſed in theancient Church. _ | 
And therefore Sr to draw. to an end ( for I grow 
weary,& haue already both dulled my penne and m 
{clte) I would adviſe youin the name of Jeſwe Chrifd, 
whoſc Miniſter you arc & whoſe worke you haue in 
hand,to examinethis doctrine of yours, what founda: 
tion it may haue in the word of God,& whatefte&tin 
the Church of God, leſt the foundation: happily 'be 
your owne phataſic, not Gods word:the effect prouc 
the poyſoning not the nouriſhing of the Chureh: 1 
know Sr YOU are nor the firſt that.ſet this \dodrine a+ 
droach; nor the only. man thar drawes of the veſicll; 
although few(as I am toldjdraw fofreely as you. But 
l would adviſc you(ſtr\inthcaame ofGod,to beware 
betimes & draw not to deepe:It.is allnought,, it reli. 
ſheth already with them that haue gagd taſts, like the 
water of Marah:Icwill prouclike-that.of Meribah a 
lttlelowerz & if you happe to draw. to- the bottome 
you will finde the dreggs.to bee nothing but diſtur. 2 
H 2 bance 


54 A Treatiſe of the Sabbath. 


bance and ſedition both in Church and Common. 
wealth. Burl fayd in the beginning, I would neither 
cenſure nor divine of the evill conſequence of this 
Dotrine let them cenfure (if they will) ro whom 
the government of the Church and Commonwealth, 
and proviſion of peace in both doth belong. And to 
divine (me thinkes) there is little neede ; the events 
are roo evident cuen to mcane forefights already to 
require divination:for who (when he ſecth that {cede 
ſowen)doubts what graine will be reaped in haryeſt? 
I will therefore neither cenſure nor divine of the 
fruits of your doctrine, but omit both and make ah 
end, It the reaſons which I haue produced againſt 
your opinion ſatisfienor you , you may doe well to 
ſatiffie them. And to eſtabliſh your doCtrinewith bet. 
ter, Itisthe part of Chriſts miniſter, to giuc areaſon 
of his doctrine when it is called in queſtion,and accu. 
led ofnovelty and of finfull conſequence, as I accule 
yours: and if yourake meto be inan errour and bee 
able to reforme it, itis your duty to doe it. If your 
brothers beaſt went a'ſtray , you were to reduce it 
home by Moſes law. Chrifts law will lefle ſuffer you, 
ro ſee'your brother gocaſtray and not reſtore him. 
Wherefore jf you bee affured that your dorine 15 
truly Chriſtian and bee able to juſtify it, you are 
bound to doe tt. 

Thetaih you owe ro Chriſt, whoſe miniſter you 
are, theCcharity you owe to Chriſtians, whoſe paſtor 
or doctor you are , exactirofyou, andI Ip 
chalenge it,that haue felt my ſelfe ſpecially _ 

an 
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and (as I thinke) , wronged by occafion of it. Tlooke 
therefore you ſhould both anlwere my arguments, 
it rhey perſwade you not , and produce berter to pcr- 
\ademe ; butfirſtin your anſwers, I muſt intreat 
v0.44 to deale withme (as I would with you) honeſy 
and ingenioufly,, and without either perverting or 
ſhifting ofany arguments; to anſweredireRly to the 
torce of them, And ſecondly in your reaſons toler me 
haue as few words as you will, bur dire& and mate. 
riall 2rguments; For it they be light and haue bur {mal 
torce,they will not mouc me. If fophiſticall and haue 
but ſeeming force , I ſhalleſpy the deceir (I thinke ) 
and be able to diſcerne betwixt a viſard and a viſage; 
both the one ſort and the other of ſuch arguments 
will but prejudice your cauſe with me, & wereberter 
kept for hs other diſciple but if you finde your 
{clfe not able to eſtabliſh and juſtify this doctrine, 
wherewith I take my poore kin{man to haue beene 
corrupted, then I challenge you as you will an{were 
'tatthe judgement ſeat of almighty God when your 
accounting day ſhall come, to repatrethe ruine you 
hauc made in his conſcience, and ( remoouing his 
{candall which hindreth him in his vocation) to clta- 
bliſh him in his former obedienceto his Maſter. So 
fare you well, and the ſpirit of truth bee with you. 
May 16. LOIT. 


